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(vyfiha) and to assume another structure out of the
constituent parts of it. If the /^w^-contact does not
destroy the structure entirely, then, for instance, milk,
water etc. being produced of closely compact parts and
there being no pores, it will have to be assumed that
the tejas does not enter within the milk, water etc., and
if it does not enter into it, there should not be the
rising up of the boiled milk or water. But it is not the
fact.

The opponent says that it is possible in the case
of milk or water to destroy the previous structure and
produce another, as the conjunction of the parts in
these is soft {fnrdu\ but it is not possible in the case of
a pot where the conjunctions, which bring about the
product, are harder.

To this, again, the reply is: that softness or hardness
does not matter at all; for, even in the case of still harder
and the hardest substances the result is the same. In the
case of rice, for instance, which is a harder substance,
or stone, jewel and adamantine which are the hardest
substances, it is found that when heat is applied to
these, they break and another structure of these is,
again, formed.

Thereupon, again, the opponent says that it is
possible even in these cases as some sort of atifaya
(specific quality) is produced therein, while the chemical
action is going on, but that specific quality being absent
in the case of a pot, it is impossible to destroy it by
the application of heat.

The answer to this is: that in the chemical action
there is no aticaya of any kind. Therefore, just as in the
case of an organism etc., the effect of chemical action,
although not apparent everyday, yet becomes quite
obvious after sometime; similarly, in the case of a pot
there is the effect of chemical action in it due to which
it is destroyed entirely. Thereby, all the various argu-
ments adduced in favour of the non-destruction of the